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• Environmental Impact Assessment• Environmental Impact Assessment

•Permitting
But there may be other national legislation 
applying to ALL marine mammals
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• Approach depends on national legislation• Approach depends on national legislation
•More than one agency or government department may 
be involved

•Judgement of EIA may be by permitting authority or 
by advisory independent body

•Permit may be for individuals, specific expeditions, 

or organisations

•Permits from one country may or may not be acceptable

for activities by nationals of another
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• AUSTRALIA –EIA required, judged by 
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•GERMANY – EIA required, judged by Federal 
Environment Agency (Umweltbundesamt), 
permits from Umwelt. For nationals but other 
state permits acceptable
•USA – EIA required, judged by NSF or EPA, 
permits only for waste disposal
•UK – EIA required, judged by FCO for IEE and 
above, some permits issued by BAS and some by 
FCO, permits only for UK nationals
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• SCAR holds two workshops to assess 
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• Since there is no proof that there is any impact in 
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reasonable research should be allowed
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adds only a small amount to the background
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need to be given a proper test

• That regulatory agencies should fund necessary 
research directly if they need more data to be clear 
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CONCLUSIONSCONCLUSIONS
Environmental management decisions should be based on a 

risk assessment of relevant data
Environmental management decisions should be based on a 

risk assessment of relevant data
•The precautionary principle needs to be used carefully as a 
justification for refusing activities
•Science has an important say but decisions are 
essentially political
•Ethical concerns should be taken into account
•Better linkage needed with conservation and 
environmental management in the rest of the world

More research is certainly needed

•Standardisation of national treatments seems unlikely to be 
possible given different systems of governance


